Marge and 1 had juat returned when D phoned to chat with aa. ¥hen I got to the 

phone, haring been sli^tly delayed, abe waa in conreraation with a aan or men whoa then 

T 

aeet& to hare left. She was kidding ne about horaloy'atwrlting and suit and then got 
what she had earlier alluded to. 

Vhat she read from doea include what I wrote Open City in response to the 
two issues devoted to him. It appears, she said, in the issues of 6/28 and 7/4. 

The paper apparently sent ^homley the letters I wrote. The address is 4569 Melrose, 

U 90029. 

While she was talking the **t. Charles streetcar clanged its bell. She asked me 
id It heard it. 

One of the intereatlng tboughta that occurred to me when ^ heard the dri^/rel 
Thortiley has vrittan and that is in his petition is that they ai'e not aware ox' the 
door they are opening in some of the stuff they go into. If tiiis does happen in 
court, it may be little added eabArratasment to ^homley, but it, will be considerable 
embarraasment to the other aide and to hi ton and Clark, as the memos ^ )iave already 
filed, the contents of which, naturally, are known to Garrison, will show. There 
also were two witnesses. This incident will also show that rather ttian being an 
eaeaiy jo 'flxomley, Barbara was so much his fri«id that when bolton said, rightly, 
that Thomley bated Kennedy, she sig?ialled me aadly frox. behind tiis back that it 

JU 

wasn't 80, When we left she explained to Lynn oisel, who had given us a idda at 

T " ^ 

my rfiqucst and who d had iiivitad in to meet Bolton and Clark, and to me that Thorn-. 

1 

ley WU3 not anti-Kennedy. 

Most of what she read is nasty distortion or lies about me and cracks at 
Barbara. This includes veiled references to what I assume are letters to Dave Lifton 
and Fred Heacoab in which I said tiiey might not know another side of '''homley, taat 
they sho'.ild satisfy themselves tiiat what they knew is all there ia to know. The only 
other letter I recall writing ia to Paul Hoch, who had written me that being a 'oum 
is not being guilty, re KT, I doubt if Paul gave K that letter and my recoLiectioc 
of its contents seem to eliminate it. 

It includes refeernce to what he says ia a lettfer I wrote wrote allegedly iui 
DA stationery. I did not use the name of the DA office in any way suggesting that I 
was connected with it and I did not write a letter. It was an unsigned memo., In any e 
event, what I did was caiS>fully designed for KT's protection, not fPaming, 

D said I was her friend, KT was her friend, an,d she waa remaining neutral, I told 
her 1 agr eed with this poaition. 


